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Office Action Summary 



TsHOrSd STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY .S SET TO EXPIRE __3_ MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS OTMMU ^™JJ; Qf 37 CFR , , 3 6 (a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
■ ^ ^^^^^^^^S^t^ within the statutory minimum of thirty ,30, day, w. 

::ssscr::— --™rr:ri 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .71WD). 

Status ' 

1 ) □ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 



2 a)D This action is FINAL. — t fnr wmal matters prosecution as to the merits is 



2b) S) This action is non-final. 



Disposition of Claims 

4) 53 Claim(s)2^0_ 

4a) Of the above, claim(s) 

5) D Claim (s) 



6)K Claim (s) MS. 



7)53 Hflimts) 19 and 20 
S)0 Claims 



is/are pending in the application, 
is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 



are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 



Application Papers 

9)D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

is/are objected to by the Examiner. 
10)D The draw,ng(s) f.led on _ ^ ^ djsapproved . 

1 1 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on _ 

1 2)D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

TSS CoX™n.r^e 0, a d-n .o, <o,^ P-ior«v — * U S.C. . „.l*«. 
a)D All b)D Some* c)D None of: 

1 □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been rece.ved. 

is 

•Sea *a ^ZSZ 0«.ce action ,o, . M - *. «-»- 7°™ 9(e , 
,4,D Acknowladgeman. » made 0. a claim (or domastic prio,«Y u„de, 35 U.S.C. 19(.l. 

Attachment(s) 



15) 53 Notice of References Cited (PT0-892) 

16) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PT0-948) 

17) □ Informatbn Disclosure Statement(s) (PT0-1449) Paper No(s). 



18) □ Interview Summary {PT0-413} Paper No(s). 

19) Q Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO- 152} 

20) □ Other: 



a S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTO-326 (Rev. 9-00) 
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Claim Rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 

■ • ♦ nf is T I S C 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
1. The following is a quotation ot 35 U.b.u. iww w 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

sect™ 102 of tins title, if the differences ^^^S^ibc SL the invention was made to a person 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims .-.8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over LeClair et a. 
(US 4,372,777; 2/8,83), Arnold (US 5,6,2,285; 3,18/97) and IP 63303903; 12/12,88). UClair 
teaches a solid herbicide composrtion in suspension form comprising a herbicide, EO/PO 
copolymer, and an alley, phenoxy polyoxyethylene ethanol. See abstract, claims. UCIair does not 
.each the herbicide composition comprising a) glyphosate or ammonium sulfate. However, Arnold 
.eaches a solid herbicide composition comprising glyphosate, EO/PO copolymer, and polyethylene 
glycol. See abstrao, column 4 lines ,4-51. And * '903 teaches a solid herbicide composition 
comprising ammonium sulfate. See abstract. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
5kUI m the art to combine the prior art compositions. One would have been motivated to do this 
since all prior art compositions are individually taught to function as herbicidal compositions. It, 
the absence of unexpected results, an artisan would have included any alkyl phenoxy 
polyoxyethylene ethanoi, including those of the instant claims, in the composition. An artisan 
would have been motivated to do this since al, alky. phenoxy polyoxyethylene ethano, structurally 
similar. With respect to particle size and amounts of ingredients, an artisan would have been 
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expected to optimize the composition. An artisan would have been motivated to do this in order 
to make the most effective herbicidal composition. 

Claim Objection 

Claims 19,20 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. The prior art does not teach or suggest the instant composition comprising 
hydroxy methylthio butanoic acid. 

Telephonic Inquiry 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Alton Pryor whose telephone number is (703) 308-4691 . The examiner 
normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Jose Dees, can be reached on (703) 308-4628. The fax phone number for this Group is (703) 



can 



308-4556. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-1235. 

Alton Pryor 

Patent Examiner, AU 1616 
8/26/01 




